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ANNOUNCEMENT OF CHANGE OF ADDRESS 


Following the resignation of Millar Burrows and the election of Carl H. Kraeling 
as president of the Schools, the address of our control office has been changed to 
“Drawer 93A, Yale Station, New Haven, Conn.” 
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NOTES FROM THE PRESIDENT’S DESK 


At its December meeting the Board of Trustees received and accepte: 
with great regret the resignation of President Millar Burrows. For all o 
fifteen years, ever since the retirement of Professor James A. Montgomery 
he has guided the work of the Schools with a steady hand and with 
patient and painstaking devotion to detail that has stood them in goo 
stead during difficult years and has produced truly noteworthy results 
It is not always the privilege of organizations such as the America: 
Schools to have so distinguished a succession of officers and to hay 
shown so continuous a record of achievement and progress. To Professo 
Burrows as a worthy successor of those who preceded him in office w 
express our sincere gratitude on the occasion of his retirement. Hi 
willingness to continue as a member of the Board of Trustees and it 
Executive Committee mitigates somewhat the sense of loss we all fe: 
in this connection. 

Your incoming President takes this occasion to greet officially the Co1 
poration Members, their representatives, the Life Members, Patron 
Sustaining Members, Contributing and Associate Members, as well a 
the other officers of the organization, the staffs of the Jerusalem an 
Baghdad Schools and the members of the several Committees that ad 
minister the Schools’ work. Recognizing the important part which eac! 
and every one of them plays in advancing this work, it is his foremos 
wish and his confident hope that in the days ahead he may have th 
cordial co-operation which all have so notably exhibited in the past 
Even though he has come up through the ranks, so to speak, and is thus 
not completely ignorant of the Schools’ life and work, he will require suc! 
support if he is to carry on successfully where others have left off. 

The Schools’ affairs have grown by leaps and bounds since the memora 
ble days when the late Professor G. A. Barton carried most of them abou 


with him in his familiar black bag, and they are now normally piled high 


on the President’s desk. This desk being momentarily in a state of som 


confusion as the result of the transfer of authority, the Notes offered 
herewith represent only the information obtained from surface finds and 


from the upper strata of the deposit heaped upon it. Perhaps the firs! 
Note under these circumstances should be to the effect that the President 
is in the process of conducting his own stratigraphic excavation right at 
the Home Office, and that he hopes to report additional finds bearing 
upon the welfare of the organization at such intervals as the progres 
of his detailed acquaintance with the site may warrant. Eventually h 
hopes to translate some of these findings into policy-forming actions wit! 
the counsel of the responsible authorities. 

Letters from Professor Sellers, Director of the Jerusalem School, in 
dicate that he is now happily recovering from the severe burns receiv: 
in the disastrous plane crash in which he was unfortunately involved 
and that he is making good use of opportunities to travel in Syria, Tran: 
jordan and Egypt. By good fortune he was present at Luxor when th 
directorship passed at the Oriental Institute’s “ Chicago House ” at Luxo 
from Dr. R. A. Parker to Dr. G. R. Hughes. We felicitate Dr. Hugh: 
and the Oriental Institute at the occasion of the former’s assumptio: 
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{ this important post and Dr. Parker upon his appointment to the new 

hair of Egyptology at Brown University. 

The intense interest in the Hebrew Scrolls from the cave in the Wilder- 

ess of Judaea is reflected in the inquiries that continue to come to the 

fome Office of the Schools and was expressed in the attendance record 

t at the evening meeting conducted by the Schools in New York in 

onnection with the sessions of the Society of Biblical Literature and 
1e National Association of Biblical Instructors. At this meeting Presi- 
nt Burrows and Drs. Trever and Brownlee gave the first fully illus- 
ated oral account of the discovery and of that part of the material that 
as brought to the Jerusalem School for study last winter. Recent issues 
( the Butietin and the Biblical Archaeologist have already given 
iembers advance accounts. A preliminary account of the portion of 
he find that came into the possession of the Hebrew University in 
rusalem has been published by Professor E. L. Sukenik under the title, 
nknown Scrolls, Jerusalem, 1948 (in Hebrew). Of the four manuscripts 
ior which the Schools have publication rights it is hoped that at least a 
esimile and text edition may be issued in the course of the present year. 
pecial funds will undoubtedly be needed for this purpose and Patrons 
and Members who can assist in securing them will perform a great 
rvice to scholarship by their efforts. Professor Sellers reports that he 
has made repeated efforts to reach the cave in which the scrolls were 
found in order to obtain information particularly about the jars in which 
he scrolls were preserved, but that open warfare throughout the region 
lias made this impossible hitherto. 

By the time this issue is in press, Professor G. G. Cameron, Annual 
Professor of the Baghdad School, will have returned to America with his 
family and newspaper releases will have made public in outline at least 
the suecess of his daring venture to study and copy directly from the 
stone itself the important Bisutiin inscription of Darius I. Sincere thanks 
are due to our sister institutions in America for their participation in 
Professor Cameron’s enterprise and particularly to the University of 
Michigan for the leave accorded him to serve as Annual Professor of the 
Baghdad School. 

The Laws of Eshnunna discovered by the Iraq Government in the 
course of its excavation of Tell Harmal under the leadership of the 
Director of Antiquities, Dr. Naji al-Asil, have now been published in full 
for the first time by Professor Goetze, Director of the. Baghdad School, 
in Sumer, Vol. IV, 2, 1948, pp. 63-102. The importance of this Code. 
today the oldest known record of man’s attempt to codify the basic rules 
of social and economic life, has led the Department of Iraq to continue 
the excavation of Tell Harmal, and advices received by the Director of 
the Baghdad School indicate that quantities of additional clay tablets of 
unknown contents have been brought to light there. It is expected that 
the Old Babylonian strata of the site will be excavated completely. The 
cecipherment of the whole body of Tell Harmal tablets and their ulti- 
riate publication should illumine the relation of small towns to adminis- 
trative centers, while providing a yardstick for calculating the range of 
written materials proper to towns of the early second millennium in 


tis area. 
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During the past year the new joint expedition of the Oriental Institut: 
of the University of Chicago and the University Museum of the Uni 
versity of Pennsylvania has completed the first season of its work a 
Nippur under the direction of Dr. D. E. McCown. This marks th: 
resumption of American excavation in historic levels in Mesopotamia ij 
the post-war period. In a site of Nippur’s rich yield and continuin; 
promise important results can confidently be expected after the uppe 
occupational strata have been dealt with in the new areas now bein; 
explored. 

Caru H. Kraevine 

January 22, 1949. 





THE DECEMBER MEETING OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES 


The winter meeting of the Trustees of the American Schools of Oriental Resear: 
was held at Union Theological Seminary, New York City, Dec. 27, 1948, at 7:3: 
with President Burrows presiding. Present were: of the Trustees, Messrs. Albrig] 
Bull, Muilenburg, Reynolds and Warrington and, representing Dr. Glueck, Dr. Juli: 
Morgenstern; of the Associate Trustees, Messrs. Arbez, Cadbury, Jeffery, Orlinsk 
Pfeiffer and Stinespring; of the Evaluation Committee Messrs. Detweiler, Simps 
and Tuck. Also present was Dr. Albrecht Goetze, Director of the Baghdad Scho 
The annual reports of the President, the Treasurer, and the Directors of the Baghd: 
and Jerusalem Schools printed in No. 112 of the BULLETIN were received. 

It was announced that the bequest of $500 from the late Henry T. Fowler had be 
received from the executors of his estate and the following resolution was authoriz 
to be sent to them to pass on to the next of kin: The Trustees of the American Scho 
of Oriental Research acknowledge with thanks the receipt of a legacy of $500 receiv: 
from the estate of the late Henry T. Fowler. This is a heartening reminder of t 
widespread interest in the work of our Schools as well as an evidence of the gener: 
individual interest and support shown by Professor Fowler in his lifetime. 

It was voted that a resolution should be sent on behalf of the Trustees to t 
Rev. Dr. Walter C. Klein, American Chaplain at St. George’s Collegiate Church 
Jerusalem, acknowledging with deep gratitude his devoted services to the School a 
its staff and our interests there during many intervals within the past diffier 
months, particularly during the interval between the departure of Prof. Burro 
and the arrival of Prof. Sellers. 

It was also voted to express to Dr. Sellers our gratitude and respect for 
cheerful courage and wise ability shown in spite of serious danger and difficul 
as he so well represents us as Director of the School in Jerusalem. 

Oral reports from Dr. Goetze and excerpts from letters from Dr. Cameron supp 
mented the written report of the Director of the Baghdad School. Our offer of 
gift of $1,000 toward the purchase of an electric oven for baking clay tablets ma 
to the Department of Antiquities in Iraq has been accepted by them. 

Professor Albright reported on behalf of the Editorial Committee. It was vot 
to authorize the reprinting of the volume What Mean These Stones? by Mill 
Burrows. It was also voted that the Bibliography of Writings of W. F. Albrig 
be brought up to date by the preparation of a mimeographed supplement. 

Frofessor Burrows presented his resignation as President, and Professor Albrig 
reported for the Nominating Committee that they offered the following names 1 
officers for the year 1949: 


President, C. H. Kraeling, Yale University 
First Vice-President, W. F. Albright, Johns Hopkins University 
Second Vice-President, E. A. Speiser, University of Pennsylvania 
Secretary, Henry J. Cadbury, Harvard University 

Treasurer, John W. Warrington, Cincinnati 

Assistant Treasurer, The Provident Trust Co., Philadelphia 
Member of the Executive Committee 1949-51, M. Burrows. 
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in motion duly made and seconded it was voted to have the secretary cast a single 
ullot for all these nominations, it being understood that Professor Kraeling’s 
ection would take effect if and when he became eligible by being elected a Trustee. 
he ballot was cast and the persons named were elected. 
It was voted to ask Vice-President Albright to appoint a committee to draw up 
suitable statement acknowledging our appreciation of the long and faithful service 
» the Schools by Millar Burrows as retiring President. For this service Messrs. 
forgenstern, Pfeiffer, and Bull were named. 
It was voted to adopt a resolution to the following effect and to forward copies 
Mrs. Judah L. Magnes and to the authorities of the Hebrew University of 
srusalem : 


At a meeting of the Trustees of the American Schools of Oriental Research in 
ew York on December 27, 1948 it was resolved to express our deep sense of loss 
the passing recently of Judah L. Magnes, Chancellor of the Hebrew University of 
rusalem. Over a long period of time his friendship for our neighboring little 
hool in Jerusalem has been a source of encouragement and strength to successive 
embers of our staff there, and as we miss his benign influence in the future we 
all long recall its benediction from the past. 
Henry J. Capsury, Secretary. 





THE ANNUAL MEETING OF THE CORPORATION 


[fhe annual meeting of the Corporation of the American Schools of Oriental 
search was held at Union Theological Seminary, New York, December 28, 1948 
1:30 P.M., with President Burrows presiding. Representatives of forty institu- 
ms and one Life Member were in attendance. 

Professor Detweiler reported on behalf of the Evaluation Committee. The Com- 


mittee recommended that the office of Associate Trustee be made a matter of 





stematic annual rotation among the members of the Corporation. It was voted 
it the President be authorized to appoint a committee to consider and report to 
future meeting, for consideration by the Corporation and the Board of Trustees, 
plan for the future appointment of Associate Trustees. 
Professor Pfeiffer, for the auditors, gave an audited report of the finances of the 
ew Haven office which was accepted. 
Upon report of the resignation of Professor Burrows as President, the members 
the Corporation voted to record their expression of appreciation for his long, 
voted and unselfish service in that office for fifteen years. 
Miss Crook, for the Nominating Committee, offered the following names for 
lection. 
Trustees for 1949-51, Messrs. Kunhardt, Reynolds, Wilson, and C. H. Kraeling. 
Member of the Evaluation Committee 1949-51, H. M. Orlinsky. 
Auditing Committee 1948-49, Moses Bailey and Robert Dentan. 
Nominating Committee 1948-49, Dwight M. Beck, Miss Louise P. Smith, 
Charles M. Cooper. 
was voted that the Secretary cast one affirmative ballot for ail those named, and 
e ballot was cast and they were declared elected. 
In accordance with the method recently adopted, ten names had been selected by 
‘evious vote as nominees for the seven Associate Trustees. Thereupon a ballot 
is taken by those present in which the following received the highest number of 
ites and were elected: 
Messrs. E. P. Arbez, H. J. Cadbury, G. G. Cameron, A. Jeffery, H. M. Orlinsky, 
G. E. Wright, R. H. Pfeiffer. 
The President briefly reported on the work of the Schools during the past year. 


Henry J. Capsury, Secretary. 
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A PALEOGRAPHIC STUDY OF THE JERUSALEM SCROLLS 
JouHN C. TREVER * 


One of the striking features of the Jerusalem Scrolls, which impresse: 
the writer February 19, 1948, when he first examined them in his roon 
of the Jerusalem School,? was the strange irregularity of the base-line o 
the writing in contrast to the general regularity of the tops of the letter 
set against the ruled lines.? The significance of that first impression ha 
become increasingly apparent with further study of the paleography 
the scrolls. This same a is gained from a cursory study of th 
Elephantine Papyri® and the Nash Papyrus,‘ although the irregularit 
of the papyrus itself makes it less striking than in the case of the parch 
ment and leather of the Jerusalem scrolls. Thus the writer was led froi 
the beginning to the conclusion that the writing of these scrolls belong 
to the stream of development from the early Aramaic papyri before 
arrives at the fixed modern square form. 

The second feature which appeared at the beginning was the distin: 
difference in style of writing between the three scrolls.2 Now after 
more detailed study of each, they appear to group themselves in ty 

“schools.” The Isaiah scroll and the Sectarian Document show numerous 
paleographic similarities; ° while the Habakkuk geo t the Ar: 
maic Fourth scroll fragments, the insertions on cols. 28, 32, and 33 of t] 
Isaiah scroll,’ and at least two of the scrolls at the “kde Universi! 
reveal affinities to each other. The contribution of the scrolls to tl 
knowledge of Hebrew paleography thus becomes a significant part 
the discovery, especially in view of the paucity of epigraphic and pak 
graphic evidence for Hebrew during the last centuries B. C. and the early 
centuries A. D. 





* The writer wishes to take this opportunity to express his deep appreciation 
Dr. Millar Burrows for his cautious counsel and helpful guidance as we ha 
worked together on the scrolls and to D Villiam F. Albright for his gener 
assistance at so many points in the prcsent study. It was Dr. Albright’s arti 
about the Nash Papyrus (Journal of Biviical Literature, LVI [1937]) which ga 
assurance that my own first impressions had some foundation. 

? For the full story see the Biblical Archaeologist (September, 1948), XI: 3, p 
46-49. 

2? BULLETIN, No. 111, p. 7. 

8 See Sachau, E., Aramdische Papyrus und Ostraka, Tafeln, Leipzig, 1911. 


See: Proceedings of the Society of Biblical Archaeology, XXV_ (1903), pp. 34-/ 
5 The style of the Aramaic Fourth Scroll has only recently become apparent 


the writer. See BuLieTIN, No. 111, p. 16 where earlier impressions need to 
corrected. The paleography is clearly similar to Hab., and the other small Arama 
fragment belongs with the Fourth Scroll. The latter scroll is written in Aramai 
® But see below for differences. 
7 The abbreviations for the names of the scrolls as hereafter used are: Isa. Tsai: 
Seroll: Sect Sectarian Document; Hab. = Habakkuk Commentary; Fourth 
Aramaic Fourth Scroll fragments; and Isa. Inserts. Isaiah Insertions on cols. 2 


32, and 33. 

8 Dr. FE. L. Sukenik’s vA mio 33y , Jerusalem, Bialik Foundation, 1948, whi 
has recently reached this country, contains several plates illustrating the palec 
raphy of two of the scrolls in the Hebrew University. It is clear from the plat 


that the two scrolls belong paleographically with the Habakkuk Comment: ary (s 
the end of this paper). 
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So vast is the material within these four scrolls that it is impossible 
present at this time a complete picture of the paleographic evidences. 
ius the comparisons presented here are based on samplings with the 
ject of establishing a more or less average style of writing for each 


se( roll. It is recognized, of course, that many exceptions are to be found. 
yn ‘hese exceptions, however, would serve only to emphasize the relatively 
0 « ose relationship of the scrolls in point of time and place. 

cr 

1a 


A. COMPARATIVE PALEOGRAPHY OF THE SCROLLS 


h Before attempting to do any comparing of our scrolls with previously 
it known materials, an investigation and summary of the comparative evi- 


nce of the scrolls themselves are necessary. A study of the accompany- 
y) ing chart will probably be sufficient for many, but a more detailed 
scription of each letter will greatly supplement what cannot be too 
early demonstrated on the chart. 
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( Aleph 


Che aleph in Isa. is distinct from that of the other scrolls. It seems to have been 
med by a double curved stroke from upper right to lower left, followed by a 
aight diagonal stroke from upper left to lower right. It is not always certain 
iich stroke was made first, but the curved stroke seems to lie beneath the other 
many cases examined.’ In all the other scrolls, and in the Isa. Inserts.,?° the 
ph is clearly made with an inverted “ V ” with the right-hand stroke joining it at 
the lower right. In Sect. aleph tends to be less angular on the left (a prominent 
wracteristic of all its forms) and occasionally a form identical to those in Isa. 
pears (cf. col. 1, line 13,14 but note the aleph in FNS in the line above!) ?” 





Beth 


The beth of Isa. is very close to that of Sect. though the latter tends to accentuate 

e curl on the upper stroke more and is less angular in the lower right corner in 
most eases. The sharp angle at the lower right and a tendency to swing the vertical 
roke out is characteristic of Hab. In many cases the swing is so sharp that it 
ves the appearance of a separate bottom stroke projecting at the right as with the 
dern letter. Beth is average letter height in all the scrolls and thereby distin- 
guished from kaph which drops below the base-line.** The few examples of beth in 
e fragments of Fourth are strikingly similar to those in Isa. and Sect. The 
examples in Isa. Inserts. are closely similar, to Hab. The letter seems to have been 
made by a continuous stroke in all the scrolls. 





‘From the color photographs made of each column by the writer it is often 
issible to see such details clearly, while they cannot be reproduced in the black 
d white pictures or the half-tone cuts. The color film tends to react upon the 
writing in a somewhat similar manner to the ultra-violet process, though to a much 
3s degree. The color films frequently show details not apparent on the original 
rolls viewed with the naked eye. 
10 See BULLETIN, No. 111, Pl. I, lines 14-16 and 2 words in 19; also Pl. I: A and 
here. 
11 Hereafter references will be made to column and line of the scrolls by use of a 
lon; e.g., 1: 13; 4: 5, ete. 
12 See BuLLETIN, No. 111, Pl. I]. Where forms have been marked over, there is 
often confusion about the style, for apparently the re-inking was done in a later 
riod when the styles had become like Hab; i.e., in Sect. 3:15 a he has been 
ianged from the usual style of this scroll to that of Hab; cf. also 1: 2 and 6. 
13 The distinction varies, however. See below, kaph. 
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PLATE I 


x As ayes 9 NN a aaience as shane oY 4344r{ 
* Sku we NANA HY S 

OM MALY RM ars 

a pee arn ashes x 

a) WINK) 





Isaiah, Col. 32, lines 14-23, Isa. 38 


a: diigo 
Peet 419 725 3 


oO’ py ay 17. my 147 " 7 eS Posy kan yarn 


‘oh Ts LAL Ae" phe ath oo iraq 


Lhaxd ASSN AAR # ie 
: meiner s7itti 


ay Habe ' 


yer Col. 28, idea 17 21, Isa. ¢ 


, - : 
fen 
ny ainsi , 


9) Ty Oo 
ay 4A vane ON sa YY 


C. Isaiah, Col. 49, lines 25-29, Isa. 60: 21b- 61: 4b. 


D. Isaiah, Col. 30, lines 10-15, Isa. 37: 
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Pirate II 





A. Isaiah, Col. 45, lines 6-12, Isa. 54: 9-13. 


maselend sad Mids wor ns spurns shan ore be Ba ae | “w. ra Sent ~ | 


aUSN SAY savy! Hrd bagel vasriegn Py 4848 bseqwas (rs TAS HHA sive, bn WSN 


di SAN nus osusy bat any sent asd beast fanny oroly SM4as HAYy{Ham ane 


wah quer Sv sh anaes ww she adque ergy Wags ne DSS Han Hanes Gots nyHY 
yee und wens ha qos Pron Mwy 2 S¥A 7. Oe gre yas) DNAS 1484 SWS? mii 
swat nds ans onvhy peer beets: soe mals Grmns wae sor ins aap gins 
myer SS rent soph yserens aber cry shy § pn {sn ans cern aeensts swan) 
oo Te wy thon minh syed ges antes axe oasis webby sys a” 
PSS awa sas Sar ae Seat SN, DUNT MSS 8 advrsn np as | WYN vb 
vdeo asec bss rss beam wasly Ye yrs tomes sone sas9 Shams wd 440 pro ivst 


B. Sectarian Document, Col. 5, lines 1-10. 


“Wat eae suey 715.31 pers Waa alin 

TIAL *LOTMS HIM “Qy Dury “ew 

ie APA AVA svn Na amt ays 

4 sa a4 Yi" phate {no a1anes 

aot N134A was UY ape 

QI oH \yays many? sot H ‘ys “A a 
VA 448 pe AY Niasay ecicsell 

~ 4ayvet ‘ Ania DS reun 


C. Habakkuk Commentary, Col. 10, lines 1-8, 
9 
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Gimel 
Isa. and Sect. documents agree closely on gimel with the right stroke bent « 
curved, making the lower part like an inverted “v.” In Sect. it tends to be som 
what more curved than bent as an expression of that writer’s normal tendency. | 
Hab. the form is quite distinct with a straight diagonal right stroke. The ang 
of the left stroke varies. When followed by yodh, it is often almost horizont 
(Hab. 4: 2; 5: 3, ete.). The examples in Isa. 28: 19 are closely similar to Hab." 


Daleth 
Confusion of daleth and resh is seldom possible in any of our MSS, for the top 
the former is deeply depressed, rising sharply on the right in contrast to the eury 


or angular right corner of resh. Sect. is distinguished from Isa. by the great 
depression of the top and the curve in the right stroke. The Hab. form is distinct 
more angular, with the examples in the Isa. Inserts. (32 and 33) quite similai 
In all cases it was probably made without lifting the pen. 

He 

He exhibits the greatest variation among the scrolls of all the letters of 
alphabet. Here Isa. and Sect. stand distinctly apart from the rest. They 
clearly in the line of evolution from the Assuan and Edfa papyri, the latter 
which already exhibits a close relation to the Isa. and Sect. style. Apparently 
was formed by a single vertical stroke at right followed by a horizontal sti 
curving in from the left to the vertical, then doubling back a short distance 
varies) and angling off to the lower left. 

Hab., Fourth, and Isa. Inserts. all show close similarities in this letter with s 
differences in the way it was formed. In these scrolls the he was formed b 
vertical right stroke as before; but then the horizontal was started at the vert 
near the top and projected straight left, then doubled back, up and down, forn 
a little triangle in the upper left corner. (Plate II: C: 1, 2, 3, 6,7). In cases wi 
the ink was heavy, the lines ran together leaving a very top-heavy letter. In s 
cases the ink spread as the horizontal stroke projected left, making a spear-he 


shape for the top. (Plate II: C: 3 [first example], 5 [last word], 6 [fifth wor 
Tke Isa. Inserts. exhibit some curious variations of the Hab. style (esp. in col. 2 
but are basically similar. 


Waw 
Isa. and Sect. present a similar waw, but only Isa. clearly distinguishes it f 
yodh,’® while Hab., Fourth, and Isa. Inserts. sometimes distinguish, but more of 
not. The latter also have a more angular character with a sharp pointed tria 


projecting from the top of the slanting upright. With Isa. and Sect. the upi 
is generally curved, distinctly so in Sect. with a hook on top, usually quite s 


in Sect. Normally waw was average letter height in the scrolls, but in Isa 
frequently drops below the base-line, especially when it stands in the final posit 
Ba ea. 2s At 18, 205 21.70: Ae Tl, 32. 
Zayin 

Again Isa. and Sect. agree in form against Hab. and Isa. Inserts. The fo 
show no change from the early papyri which use just a straight vertical li 
In Hab. and Isa. Inserts., however, a definite bulge or projection to the right at 
top is characteristic.1* In most cases in Hab. the zayin is almost like a wai tu 


around. 


14The one example in Isa. 33: 15 is somewhat between those of Isa. and Hal 

15Jn Isa. 28: 19 there is the least distinction between daleth and resh of an 
the scrolls. Note especially the very modern daleth in the first word of line 19. 

16 Although the scribe intended to distinguish clearly between waw and yod/ 
frequently was careless; e. g., O°43)3, 11: 25. 

17 Occasionally the form in Isaiah has a slight bulge at the top probably as a r 
of an extra amount of ink dropping at the beginning of the stroke. 

18 See the BuLLETIN, No. 111, Pl. III, col. 3, line 1 (fourth word), and line 1 


(last word 
10 
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Heth 


The heth of Isa. and Sect. is very much alike, with both vertical strokes generally 
wed in toward each other and the cross bar in such a position to make them look 
e the English capital “H.” Sect. differs only in the greater degree of curve in 
» uprights and the lower position of the horizontal stroke. Often in Isa. the cross 
r slants downward toward the right, as though the horizontal and the left vertical 
oke were done with a continuous stroke (see numerous examples in Pl. I: A-D 
d Ii: A). Hab. examples are not unlike the former, but much more angular, 
| the horizontal bar tends to be nearer the top. The forms in Isa. Inserts. (32 
d 33) are almost the reverse of the Isa. forms but with the angularity of Hab. 
these cases the left stroke is straight, while the right is a bit wavy, with the 
rizontal bar slanting off to the left and a part of the right stroke. The forms in 

28: 19 are still different, being almost like the English capital “M.” A clear 
unple of heth in Fourth (line 4) is very similar to those in Isa. 32 and 33. 


Teth 


With ¢eth a clear line of demarcation can be drawn between the figure 6 form of 
. and Sect. on the one hand and Hab., Fourth, and Isa. Inserts. on the other. 
ict parallels to the earlier Edfii papyri are to be found in Isa. and Sect., though 
Isa. tends a little toward the angular form’® so accentuated in Hab. Sect. is 
turally more cursive and thus exhibits exact parallels to Edfi in almost every 
case. The distinctive feature is the tendency for the left stroke to begin well above 
top line, as in the Assuan papyri and Edfi; the right loop tends to return to 
the left vertical stroke to make a figure 6. With Hab., Fourth, and Isa. Inserts.,?° 
the form is average letter height. The lower left corner is sharply angular as well 
as the lower right where the loop begins sharply upward and curves back almost to 
the horizontal which usually inclines upward toward the right (see Pl. II: C: 2-5). 
Occasionally the curve touches the horizontal stroke but never the vertical as with 
Isa. and Sect. 


Yodh 


Isa. alone attempts to distinguish yodh clearly from waw (see note 16 above, 
however), showing a distinct relationship to the earlier papyri.** It is quite con- 
sistently shaped like an inverted “ v,” though frequently the right part drops a little 
ower than the left and adds a slight curve to the left. When the right stroke 
occasionally is too long, there is a possibility of confusing it with waw as is so 
frequently the case in the other scrolls. In Sect. the yodh is more often than not 
very much like that in Hab., Fourth, and Isa. Inserts. In these the triangular head 
is like that on the waw, and the only distinguishing factor is the occasional shorter 
tail. Even the slant of the right stroke is the same as waw. 


Kaph (medial) 

he medial kaph in Isa. and Sect. is quite distinctive and helpful in the matter of 
dating. Both scrolls have the elongated form which can be traced from the early 
papyri. The only distinction between the form in the two scrolls is the characteristic 
deeper top in the Sect. forms. The letter is clearly distinguished from beth by dropping 
well below the base-line. A sharp contrast becomes apparent with Hab. where kaph 
assumes a more angular shape and almost the normal letter height. The transition 
to the normal letter height is by no means complete, however; for the inconsistency 
of its height throughout Hab. implies that it is still in process of change. The 
tendency to distinguish kaph from beth in Hab. by means of the structure of the 
lower right corner of the latter is clearly approaching the modern feature. The 
straight top of the form in Hab. distinguishes it from those found in Fourth and Isa. 
Inserts., which are similar to the forms in Isa. and Sect. but more angular and not 
so elongated. 


See Pl. I: A: 17; C: 25; II: A: 8. 
Only one example occurs in Isa. Inserts. (see BULLETIN, No. 111, Pl. I: 15, next 
last word), and one in Fourth (line 5), but both are clearly like the Hab. form. 
Edfi, however, has a very different form. See chart. 


te 
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Kaph (final) 


Isa. and Sect. show little distinction between medial and final kaph. Final kap/ 
tends to be somewhat longer than medial, a feature which can be observed when th: 
two fall together (see Pl. II: A: 2). Frequently the lower stroke shows a tendenc 
to straighten out more, but not consistently. Hab., Fourth, and Isa. Inserts (3: 
and 33) have distinctly different forms, approximating the modern form with th 
tail dropping straight below the line. A slight hook at the bottom in most case 


(some forms in Hab. are perfectly straight: Pl. II: C: 4) is reminiscent of the ear] 
form. 
Lamedh 
A wide variety of forms of lamedh are found in the scrolls, but in the main Is 


(and, as often, Sect.) is distinct from the other scrolls. In Isa. it has a very slig] 
; 


shoulder and seldom drops below the middle of the average letter. A narrow lox 


at the top is characteristic of Isa. and accentuated in Sect. when it is often separat 
leaving a hook. Hab., Isa. Inserts., and Fourth are distinct from Isa. because of 1 


broad shoulder and the sharper corner at the right. The shoulder of the Hab. for 
has a sharp upswing to the right, a feature less prominent on the Isa. Inserts. a 
Fourth. The tops of the Hab. forms are usually straight, though occasionally t 
bulge occurs. The Fourth scroll forms are quite similar to the forms in the Is 
Inserts. (cols. 32 and 33.) ®? The wide variety of forms in Sect. makes comparis: 
difficult. 

Mem (medial) 


Isa. and Sect. again agree against the others, though Sect. is as usual mo 


cursive with a pronounced curl in the upper left. In these scrolls the central p 
jection seems to have been a separate stroke originating usually near the upper rig 
corner. ‘he Isa. forms are frequently larger than average letter-size. The otl 
scrolls and Isa. Inserts. reveal a sharply contrasting form, distinctly more angul 
In them the central projection appears to start with the top projection, drop straig 
down, then angle off sharply to left. Medial mem is frequently found in the fi 
position in Is also once in Hab., 13: 2). 


Mem (final) 








Here Sect. stands alone with a final mem that is usually average in letter heig 
It is similar to Isa., with its curl at the upper left, though it was apparently m: 
with a single stroke beginning at the upper left. Isa. and Hab. show affinities w 
the early p here, except that the bottom is closed by bending the right sti 
to meet the left. Not always do the two strokes meet, however, leaving the lo 
left corner open frequently (see Pls. I: A: 20; II: A: 2; II: C:4). Isa. ag 
favorably with Hab. (in many cases) except that the latter is somewhat more ang 
lar as usual This form does not appear in the Fourth scroll fragments.) In t 
Isa. Inserts. and about ten examples in Hab. a curious form occurs with a loop 
the upper left corner (see Pl. 1: A: 14; B: 19; also BuLLETIN, No. 111, Pl. I: 1 
These forms seem to have been made by a stroke beginning about the middle of 
top and creating the right half of the letter. Then a second stroke began at the t 
middle also (leaving a slight upswing there), moved left, then looped (or anglé 
back and down to meet the other stroke in a sharp point at lower left.** In all ¢ 


scrolls except Sect. the final mem drops well below the base-line. 


Nun 


The forms of medial nun vary so little throughout the scrolls that there is lit 


(medial) 





need for making comparisons. 


everal of the forms in the Isa. 28 insertion have a curious top and a very sh: 
shoulder strikingly similar to the forms found in one of the scrolls being 


right : i 
studied by E. L. Sukenik; op. cit., Pls. XII and XIII. ; 
23'The plates shown by E. L. Sukenik (op. cit-) reveal numerous examples of tliis 


same curious form. 
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Nun (final) 


A distinction between Isa. and Sect. as against the other scrolls is obvious with 
nal nun. In the former the stroke usually begins above the tops of the average 
‘tters and makes a graceful “S” curve well below the base-line, tapering often to a 
ne point. The examples in Fourth and Isa. Inserts. (32 and 33) have a similar 
uve, but always beginning even with the tops of the letters. Examples in Isa. 28 
ive more of the curve near the top of the stroke, making a slight shoulder.2* The 
rms found in Hab. vary all the way from a straight line (Pl. Il: C: 6) to the 
aceful “S” curve. Numerous examples of the form with a slight shoulder are 
so to be found in Hab. 


Samekh 


Isa. and Sect. agree in general against the others for samekh. The greater cur- 
veness of Sect. in this case makes confusion with medial mem possible in many 
stances (e.g., see Pl. If: B: 5). As usual the top of this letter in Sect. is more 
eply curved than in Isa. The left vertical stroke generally curves off to the left 
iving a gap in the lower left corner as a characteristic of the Isa. and Sect. forms 
see Pl. I: C: 27; II: A: 8; but ef. Pl. I: A: 15). In Hab. the form looks like a 
ph without a tail. Frequently the two strokes cross in the upper left corner. 
Pl. II: C: 1.) The one example in the Isa. Inserts. (BULLETIN, No. 111, Pl. I: 19) 
very similar to the Hab. form. 


‘Ayin 


Che distinction between the scrolls with ‘ayin is not very great, but some should 
mentioned. In Isa. it tends to be very small and upright in position with the 
vht stroke slightly curved. Sect. and the Isa. Inserts. are larger and more curved, 
it still upright. Hab. and Fourth tend to be more angular and lean sharply to 
eht with a slight curve at upper right of the otherwise straight stroke (see Pl. 
oe). 


Pe (medial) 


The forms of medial pe throughout the scrolls are fairly consistent. A slight hook 
the upper left of many of the Hab. forms (also found occasionally on the others) 
the only variable feature. 


Pe (final) 


Isa. and Sect. have no final pe in striking contrast to the definite final form found 
Hab., Isa. Inserts., and Fourth. Occasionally a larger medial form is found in 
al position in Isa. and Sect. but the form remains the same throughout. There is 
ttle distinction between the large curved final forms found in the other scrolls. 


Sade (medial) 


Again Isa. and Sect. differ from the others. The Sect. form is more curved than 
1. as usual, but the curved right stroke is similar and contrasts with the straight 
sht stroke characteristic of Hab. and Fourth. Apparently the letter was made with 
continuous stroke in Isa., beginning in the upper right swinging down, left and up, 
mbling back down to form the tail and sharply left for the bottom. Like the 
dial kaph, sade dropped below the base-line. The form in Hab., Fourth, and Isa. 
serts. (col. 28 only) looks like an elongated nun with a straight stroke slanting 
from the right. The Hab. forms tend to be nearer average in letter size, however. 


Sade (final) 


Isa. and Sect. have no final sade. Usually the Isa. final form is a bit longer as in 
e case of final kaf and pe (e.g. BULLETIN, No. 111, Pl. I: 7) but the form remains 
e same. The Hab. final sade is distinct as with final kaph and pe, dropping the 
il straight. The top of the letter is the same as the medial form, however (see 
ULLETIN, No. 111, Pl. III: 1 and 10). 


24 Tbid., Pl. XIII, for similar forms. 
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Qoph 


Qoph in Isa. reveals a stage in the development of that letter which is beginning 
to emerge with the Edfa papyri; i.e., the lengthening of the tail. Frequently th 
tail is so short in Isa. that the whole letter is but average in letter height. Seldom 
does the tail go lower than the elongated kaph, except in the final position where it 
is usually longer. Isa. is alone among our scrolls in this feature; for the othe 
serolls have the long-tailed goph. Sect. accentuates the tail and gives it a lone 
tapering curve. The top of the letter is very similar to Isa., however. Hab., Isa 
Inserts. (cols. 32 and 33) and Fourth reveal a similar goph with the long tail. It i 
particularly long in Hab., frequently dropping to the line below. In these scroll 
also the head is seldom closed at the bottom. The special feature of the Hab. gop/ 
is the triangle or cross at the upper left. (See also the examples in Isa. Inserts 
cols. 32 and 33. Frequently the tail does not meet the top, suggesting that th 
letter was made with two strokes. 


Resh 


In all the serolls resh is usually easy to distinguish from daleth by the lack of : 
projection in the upper right. Confusion is sometimes possible in Hab., where th 
top swings up sharply leaving a peak at the right that is often sharp. In Isa. it i 
a smoothly curved letter. As usual Sect. has a deeply curved top, and varies in for 
a great deal. Hab., Isa. Inserts., and Fourth distinguish the letter somewhat fror 
those in Isa. by the steep angle of the top and sharp dip at left. 


Shin 


Shin, in all the scrolls except Sect., is made with three strokes: one for the le 
side (often bowed in) and one for each of the right prongs.*** In Sect. it is usual 
made with two strokes: one a sweeping curve from left to right and a second o1 
to produce the middle prong.?® Hab., Isa. Inserts., and Fourth reveal a slig] 
difference in shin from Isa. in the tendency to bulge the right part of the low 
prong. In Hab. and some examples of Isa. Inserts. the prongs do not meet the le 
stroke. 

Taw 

Basic similiarity exists between all the scrolls with taw. Isa. and Sect. agree i 
being more curved, while the other scrolls use a more angular letter and tend to | 
broader. Quite frequently in Isa. the taw looks like a waw closely followed by a nu 
An interesting example of a looped taw is found in Isa, 9: 27, obviously the resu 
of dragging the pen from the left stroke (made first!) to the right. 


B. SuMMARY 


A summary of the above comparisons reveals some very interestin 
facts. Isa. and Sect. agree apart from the other scrolls (and Isa. Inserts 
in the forms of zayin, gimel, he, waw, teth, kaph (medial and final 
mem (medial), nun (final), samekh, pe (final), sade (medial and final 
and shin.*® Such an imposing list seems sufficient to conclude that th 
Isa. and Sect. scrolls were written by scribes of a “ school ” quite different 
from that of the other scrolls. The fact that each of the four scrolls was 

24a Many examples in Isa. seem to have been made with two strokes: one for t 
middle prong which loops around to form the left stroke, and a second for the low 


prong. mS 
25Tn many places on col. I and wherever letters have been re-inked the point 
letter has emerged! See BuLLETIN, No. 111, Pl. II: 1, 9, 10, 15, 16, and 26. TI 
original scribe, however, was not always consistent and used the pointed foi 
occasionally. 
26 The similarity of shin is based on the fact that neither Isa. nor Sect. forms reveal! 
the tendency to bulge the end of the right prong. 
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ibviously written by a different hand leads to the further conclusion 


2 hat the “ schools ’ represent different periods of writing rather than just 
a lifferent styles within the same period. This fact is further borne out 


hen our scrolls are compared with other paleographic evidences (see 
velow). 
¢ Several indications in Sect. lead to the conclusion that it originated 
1 the period of transition between the copying of Isa. and that of the 
ther documents. There is less irregularity in the height of the letters 
but this feature is still there!); notably medial kaph, mem, and sade 
re more often average letter height. Aleph is almost identical with the 
r rms in all the other scrolls including those in the Hebrew University 
i Jerusalem. Waw and yodh are not as clearly distinguished as in Isa, 
samedh is very irregular in form, but the tendency to broaden the 
loulder and make the lower part nearer average letter size seems to 
redominate as in Hab., ete. Final mem is much smaller, approaching 
verage letter size.*”7 The lengthened tail of the goph is a clear step away 

‘om the Isa. form, which is close to Edfi.** 

That Sect. was written at least a short while after Isa. seems con- 
lusive from the fact that the hand that inserted the omission in Isa. 
col. 33, above line 7 is almost certainly the hand which prepared Sect.! 
Vote carefully the almost identical forms of aleph, beth, daleth, he, kaph 
medial). lamedh (note flag), mem (note small size), ‘ayin, and sade.*° 

The insertion of 935° in line 26 of col. 49 of Isa. probably was made 
in the same period, but by still another hand.*° Plate I: C also illustrates 
how variations of the original scribe’s hand appear as a result of a bad 
pen in this ease. Plate I: D shows an insertion in Col. 30 by the original 

ribe. In making his letters smaller he often smeared the ink! No 
change in style of letters is to be found in these examples, however. Plate 
if: A is a good example of the contrast in writing which appears when 
ie scribe shifted to a new pen.” 

That the Aramaic Fourth Scroll belongs with Hab. is clear from the 
lose similarity in form of: aleph, he, waw, kaph (final), pe (final), 
de, qoph, resh, and shin. 





7 The distinctive final mem of Sect. has a parallel (in matter of size only) in one 
the scrolls in the Hebrew University. See Sukenik, op. cit., Pl. XII and XIII. 
28 One might add that Sect. resh shows a slanting top that suggests a transition 
to the form so common in the other scrolls. 
°° See Butretin, No. 111, Pl. I and compare with Pl. II: B here. Why the scribe 
elled $5$§ with a he and the second 4847, with a lamedh is a mystery, unless it 
re carelessness. The untidy looks of several columns of Sect., however, may be 
; dicative of the nature of this scribe. The fact that his insertion in Isa. had to 
crowded into a small space has some bearing on the untidy appearance here. Note 
o that the scribe corrected he to heth in both occurrences of 4. 
Apparently the scribe who inserted this omission felt very keenly the sacredness 
the name of God, for he does not write the tetragrammaton. He merely inserts 
ur dots! In Sect. 5 is used consistently as it is in the commentary part of Hab. 
has already been pointed out how Hab. uses the archaic form of the tetragramma- 
n when copying the text of Hab. (see BULLETIN, No. 111, p. 14 and Pl. IL: C: 7 
re). Our scribe was thus expressing a trend of the times! (But cf. later 
ertion in Isa. 32.) 
pee Pi, I: C. 
‘1 See BULLETIN, No. 111, p. 8. 
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That the insertions in Isa. 28, 32, and 33 (except line 7) were mad 
by the same “school” which prepared the Hab. and Fourth scrolls 
clear from the consistent similarity of the characters, especially, beth 
he, teth, kaph (medial and final), mem (medial and final) samekh, p 
(final) , goph, and shin. Waw and yodh are frequently confused. Th 
insertion in col. 28,° however, was not made by the same hand whicl 
did those in cols. $2 and 33.°° The insertion in col. 28 very probably 
was done by t’2 hand w hich prepared the AYTAN 7°3, now bein: 
studied by E. L. Sukenik.*! Aleph, beth, gimel. he, kaph (medial) 
lamedh, mem (medial and final), nun (final), ‘ayin, sade, shin, and tar 
are almost identically the same in the two. 

The insertions in Isa. 32 and 33 may have been made by the same han 
which prepared the Fourth Aramaic Scroll, though the pens used wer 
very different if this proves to be true.** A close similarity of characte 
is apparent for beth, he, heth, kaph — lamedh, nun (final), resh 
shin, and taw. The other characters are too thick and indefinite o1 
Fourth to allow for satisfactory comparison.*® 

Thus it may be:asserted with some confidence that the order of appeai 
ance of our scrolls was Isa., earliest; then Sect., soon after Isa.; the: 
Hab., Fourth, and Isa. Inserts. all probably from about the same time. 


C. DatinG THE JERUSALEM SCROLLS 


“There is, indeed, no probability that we shall ever find manuscript 
of the Hebrew text going back to a period before the formation of th 


text which we know as the Masoretic.”** So common has been thi 
assumption on the part of scholars generally that a great deal of skepti 
cism is current regarding the authenticity and age of the Jerusalei 
Scrolls.°° Several scholars, skilled in paleography, on viewing the writer 


32See Pl. I: B. In BuLtetin, No. 111, p. 8, footnote #16, the writer was wro1 
in assigning these insertions to the same hand. 

83 See BULLETIN, No. 111, Pl. I and Pl. I: A here. 

34 See op. cit., Pls. XII and XIII. The pens were quite different, however. 

5 More of the Fourth Scroll will have to be examined before any definite conclusi« 
is possible. 

86 Since the insertions in Isa. 32 and 33 definitely belong to the later schox 
(perhaps a hundred years later; see below) it is puzzling to observe the large spa 
left for the omission in col. 33 by the original scribe. But large spaces are | 
by the scribe in many other columns. One full line is omitted in col. 34. As D 
Burrows suggests (BULLETIN, No. 111, p. 17) in connection with the omission 
six words in col. 45, perhaps the copyist had an imperfect copy before him and let 
space because of uncertainty. That these insertions were made much later 
suggested also by the fact that the name Isaiah is spelled like the Masoret 
(37yws instead of our scribe’s usual Fw), suggesting that the shift to tl 
new spelling had already occurred. Note also FP} (Masoretic has Asp 
instead of our scribe’s usual F°PFIM. 

87 To the latter may be added the scrolls illustrated in E. L. Sukenik’s volun 
(op. cit.), but the exact relationship to our scrolls will need considerable mo 
study as more evidence becomes available. 

88 Kenyon, Sir Frederick, Our Bible and the Ancient Manuscripts, p. 48 

39 So obvious is the fact that our MSS are authentic that the writer has not felt 
it necessary to mention the matter. For who could forge a script that is so litt 
known as that of our scrolls? The insertions by different hands on the Isaiah scro'l 
convinced the writer from the beginning of their authenticity. Recently Prof. 
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hhotographs of the scrolls, expressed the opinion that the scrolls were 
nedieval in origin. More careful examination, however, should con- 
ince anyone that they must be much older. In the first place, the 
omparison should be made with medieval literary documents, rather 
han ordinary correspondence and other cursive writings. Medieval 
febrew literary documents show a stiff, formal style, quite distinct from 
he more cursive informal style. The letters of the former are bolder, 
ore regular and have finished tops; e.g., ‘ayin, sade, and shin have 
ross strokes at the top, similar to those on modern Hebrew characters.*° 

Even the informal medieval script, however, is decidedly modern com- 
ared to our scrolls. Where in medieval MSS can one find a beth, he, 
iongated kaph, final mem, samekh, sade, and other characteristic forms 
{ the Isaiah Scroll? There is only one conclusion: our scrolls must 
utedate the period when the regular, square Hebrew characters became 
xed. Thus we must make our comparisons with the relatively few 
camples of pre-Masoretic epigraphic and paleographic evidences. 

Dr. W. F. Albright made a notable contribution to the study of our 
crolls when he published his careful analysis of the Nash Papyrus ** in 

hich he classified the then existing epigraphic and paleographic evi- 
dence from pre-Masoretic times. It would be a waste of valuable space 

» re-examine his evidence here, for he has shown conclusively the main 
steps in the paleographic development of Aramaic-Hebrew from the 
earliest sources to the fixed, regular Masoretic period style. 

The terminus post quem for our MSS is clearly Albright’s class IV, 
which includes the third century papyri from Edfi ** and some ostraca.** 
A glance at the forms on the accompanying chart is convincing. The 
erminus ante quem, on the other hand, is clearly the forms represented 


van der Ploeg of the Albertinum in Nijmegen, Holland, wrote telling how he had 
seen the Jerusalem Scrolls in November, 1947, at the invitation of the Metropolitan, 
\thanasius Yeshue Samuel, and had told His Grace that the largest scroll was the 
book of Isaiah! He failed to press the matter further, however, when a distinguished 
authority of the Ecole Biblique in Jerusalem, where he was teaching at the time, 
ridiculed his story as preposterous, saying that the scrolls must certainly be 
forgeries! An extreme view is also taken by Solomon Zeitlin in the Jewish Quarterly 
Review, XXXIX (Jan., 1949), pp. 235-247. 

‘© While returning to America, the writer stopped at Cambridge, England, where 
he was shown the famed Cairo Genizah manuscripts (all medieval in origin) being 
studied and published in the University Library. These cursive documents reveal 
many similarities to our scrolls, but closer study reveals very striking differences. 
The British Museum Torah Codex (9th or 10th century A. D.; see Kenyon, op. cit., 
P!. IV) demonstrates the strong contrast between literary and cursive Medieval 
Hebrew. The text is the bold, stiff, formal style, while the Massorah is cursive and 
reveals interesting parallels to our scrolls. 

1“ A Biblical Fragment from the Maccabaean Age: the Nash Papyrus,” JBL, 
LVI [1937], pp. 145-176. 

‘*? Sayee, A. H. and Cowley, A., “ An Aramaic Papyrus of the Ptolemaic Age from 
Egypt,” Proceedings of the Society of Biblical Archaeology, 29 [1907], pp. 260-272. 
For another example see: Cowley, A., “ Another Aramaic Papyrus of the Ptolemaic 
Period,” PSBA, 37 [1915], pp. 217 ff., and Pl. XXVI. 

#8 See: Lidzbarski, M., Ephemeris, III, Giessen, 1915, pp. 22-26; Pls. II and III; 
Sachau, E., Aramdische Papyrus und Ostraka, Leipzig, 1911, I, pp. 230 ff. II, Pl. 62: 
1,2. For the complete list see Albright, op. cit., p. 154. 


17 





Bulletin of the American Schools of Oriental Research 





by the Dura Fragment,** the latest date of which is fixed at 256 A.D. 
the date of erection of the rampart under which it was found (but ca. 
200 A.D. seems more probable) .*° Thus the bracket for our scrolls is 
quite clearly about 200 B.C. to about 200 A. D. 

Comparison of Isa. and Sect. with Albright’s class IV and the Nash 
papyrus *° suggests the conclusion that these two scrolls belong between 
the third century B.C. sag oat and the Nash papyrus in point of 
origin, with Sect. very near Nash (see chart). The relationship and 
development from the sane papyri to those from Edfi have already 
been pointed out by Albright. But the rélation existing between the 
Edfii papyri and our Isa. scroll is equally impressive. Note the almost 
identical form of aleph, heth, teth, kaph (both medial and final) ,* 
pe (medial), and sade.* 

The examples of gimel in Edft frequently show a projection beginning 
above the peak. Isa. and Sect. have lengthened it. Some examples o! 
he in Edfii have the right stroke projecting above the horizontal bar 
making the form look very much like those in Isa. and Sect.*® Lamed/ 
in Edfii approaches very closely that of Isa. with its very slight shoulder, 
an interesting development from the 5th-4th cent. forms with the broac 
shoulder and no drop! Medial mem is but a step away from Isa. which 
also usually has it drop below the base-line. Likewise for samekh, Isa 
and Sect. seem to be the next step. ‘Ayin in Edfi is beginning to form 
a “V” but still has no tail as in Isa. and Sect. Final pe appears as in 
Hab., but not in Isa. and Sect.! The goph of Isa. is but a step remove: 
from Edfii with its very short tail. 

Allowing a century for these developments to occur, it seems that 

44 See Excavations at Dura-Europos, VI, Pl. 36:1. The fact that the Dura frag 
ment shows none of the irregularity of letters so characteristic of our scrolls an 
other early documents is the main argument. The absence of ligatures which a 
found (in varying frequency) in all our scrolls is another important argument. D1 
Albright has discussed all this. See op. cit., p. 158 and note 34. 

45 Cf. the Oxyrhynchus papyrus fragment published by Sir W. Flinders Petri 
Palestine and Israel, p. 88 and pl. XVI, which he claims to date from the earl: 
3rd century A.D. and to be the oldest square Hebrew papyrus. Albright suggest 
a 4th or 5th century date for it (in correspondence). See also A. Cowley, “ Hebre 
and Aramaic Papyri,” Jewish Quarterly Review, XVI (Oct., 1903), pp. 1-8. Albrig] 
suggests 5th-7th century dates for these, but all of them are clearly later than o1 


scrolls. 

If the description of the source of our scrolls in the cave above the Dead Sea : 
related to the writer by the Syrians is correct, the most logical historical perio 
account for the careful preservation and hiding of the scrolls woul 
be the period of persecution about 66-70 A.D. and thus suggest a definite termini 
ante quem. No such assertion is safe at present, but it is hoped that exploration 


of the cave and its surroundings, when possible, may lead to some helpful evidence 


at this point. . | 
** Albright had put the Nash papyrus in the 165-37 B.C. bracket, favoring t 

in his analysis (see op. cit., pp. 149, 172), but in correspondence he sa} 

al 


which might 


earlier half 
“The Nash Ps apyrus certainly has a much more archaic script [than Hab.] 
presum: ably belongs in the late Mz accabaean period, but well before Herod’s accession 
in 37 B.C. (plus or minus, of course). 

47 Note especially that final kaph in Sayce-Cowley’s plate (verso), section i, line 1 
is lengthened just as in Isa. and Sect. 

‘48Tn Isa. the sade projects below the base-line as in Edfi. 

49° The exact forms of Edfii he are found in Isa. 8: 23; 10: 11 and 18. 
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safe date for our Isaiah scroll could very well be about 125-100 B.C. 
In view of the differences between Isa. and Sect. and those of Hab. and 
the rest, it would seem unreasonable to go much lower than 100 B.C. 
for a date for Isa. as we shall see below. 

We have already seen how Sect. differs from Isa. and should probably 
be placed a little later paleographically.*°° The relationship to the Nash 
papyrus, which Albright has shown to belong to this “ interim ” period 
(j.e., between the 3rd cent. and “ Herodian ” scripts), is not so easy to 
determine in view of the poor state of the original papyrus. Certain 
features can be seen, however, to suggest at least a tentative conclusion. 
i\leph, beth, he,* zayin, kaph (medial), lamedh, mem (medial) , ‘ayin, 
oph, and shin in Nash show close affinities to Isa.—Sect. (see chart). 
Heth, kaph (final), nun (final), pe (final), and sade (medial and final) 
suggest Hab. and Fourth. The fact that so many medial and final forms 
(kaph, mem, pe, and sade) are clearly distinguished suggests the transi- 
ion period to the Hab.—Fourth and later usage. Note also similarity 
of final nwn in Nash to Hab. 

Waw and yodh in Nash remind one of Sect., where some distinction is 
altempted but not as much as in Isa. The two examples of teth in Nash 
are interesting in that the first (line 17) is almost identical to the Sect. 
orm and the second (line 22) approaches very closely the Hab. form. 
\fedial aph is almost unique in Nash, but approximates that of Sect. 
which tends to bow in like a figure three but has a deep top.®? Final 
nem in Nash is very close to Sect. form, which we saw above was unique 
‘mong our scrolls, but is quite a common form on ossuary graffiti as 
vell as on the lapidary Uzziah inscription. The looped aleph and taw 
so common in Nash are not found in any of the scrolls.*° 

On the basis of the above observations, therefore, Nash seems to fall 
between Isa.-Sect., and Hab.-Fourth, and probably a date of about 50- 
5 B.C. is as accurate as can be determined on paleographic grounds.** 





°° The writer has felt for some time that Sect. may have been written in the same 
period as Hab., but by a scribe who deliberately tried to archaize and match the style 
of the Isa. seroll which he probably had before him. This might account for the 
similarities to Hab. and the apparently more archaic form of teth. Certainly his 
aleph, lamedh, mem (medial and final), and goph suggest the later period. Further- 
more the fact that Sect. shows none of the signs of long use in ancient times (except 
he re-inking of faded letters) that are so obvious on Isa. (see BULLETIN, No. 111, 
. 5, 11) supports such a conclusion, but the changes in letter style in the re-inking 
eues against this impression. 
*t He alone is more archaic than Isa. and similar to Edfi. Several examples of he 
in Isa., however, reveal quite clearly the Nash form; e.g., 8: 23; 10:11 and 18. 
°2 Dr. Albright points out to me that the “ figure three ” kaph was used increasingly 
s one goes back. Before 1935 the oldest Palmyrene text with this kaph dated from 
the year 9 B.C.; in that year R. du Mesnil du Buisson published one from 32 B.C. 
(Revue des Etudes Sémitiques, II/III, p. xviii). M. Starcky is about to publish 
another from the year 44 B.C., where this form is even more striking. Cf. note 54. 
°8 A perfect example of a looped taw appears in Isa. 9: 27, but apparently quite 


+ 


by accident! Cf. aleph in Pl. I: D: 11. See Albright, op. cit., p. 160, note 43, and 


p. 161 where references are made to ossuary graffiti which have the looped taw. 


The writer has not been able to examine these but they may be further evidence for 
placing Nash later than Isa.-Sect. 


54 Dr. Albright mentions in correspondence a Palmyrene inscription of 44 B.C. 
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The problem of placing Hab., Fourth, and the Isa. Inserts. in a definite 
period is more difficult, although they clearly belong prior to the Dura 
parchment (ca. 200 A. D.). That these writings belong also in the generai 
period covered by the ossuary and tomb inscriptions of which many hay: 
been published in recent years, seems conclusive from the many similari 
ties of script.°° Thus a definite terminus ante quem seems to be the end 
of the Second Temple.** The well-known Uzziah lapidary inscription * 
shows striking similarities to Hab.-Fourth, and most certainly dates fron 
the first century A. D.* The similarity of aleph, zayin, teth (especially) 
yodh, kaph (final), lamedh, mem (medial), and ‘ayin to Hab. is im 
pressive, but kaph (medial), he, heth, mem (final, but used in media 
position!) and pe (medial) suggest later, more regular forms similar t 
those in the Dura parchment. From this evidence it would seem tha 

fab.-Fourth belong before the Uzziah inscription.*® 

An Aramaic dipinto published in 1934 °° presents perhaps the closes 
approach to Hab.-Fourth of all the known witnesses from this perio 
(see chart) .°t Dr. Sukenik dated the inscription at the end of the Secon 
Temple on the fact that several niches in the tomb were unfinished, bu 
on paleographic grounds it seems it must be dated earlier than th 
Uzziah inscription and many of the ossuary graffiti.°? Aleph, beth, aimel, 


which is not yet published (cf. n. 52). “In the text from 44 B.C. there a 


interesting parallels to the Isaiah script, but it represents a stylized off-shoot from 
cursive which seems to have split off the Aramaic stem somewhere around the midd 
of the second century B.C.” From the tracing he sent the writer, it seems that th 
inscription stands closer to Nash than Isa., especially in view of the he, * 
three” kaph, final nun and perhaps sade. Nash and Isa. agree on the other simil 
letters. This may help in dating Nash, therefore. 

examined a considerable number of ossuary graffiti in the Palesti 
Department of Antiquities Museum in March, 1948, and was immediately impress 
with the similarities to Hab. Museum #1306, for instance, has aleph, lamedh, fit 
mem, and shi with triangular ends on the prongs) showing close affinities to Ha 
See also E. L. Sukenik, “ The Earliest Records of Christianity,” The Americ 
Journal of Archaeology, LI (1947) special abstract, p. 18. Note especially the me 


55 The write 


‘ayin, and shir 

56 Dr. E. L. Sukenik has arrived independently at the same conclusion with tl 
scrolls he is studying, a factor of importance in itself! 

57 See the Biblical Archaeologist, Vol. I, No. 2, p. 8. 

58 Dr. Albright has written saying, * the latter (Uzziah inscription) I should da 
as close as possible to the end of the Second Temple and probably after the rebellir 
of 66 A. D., since I find it difficult to believe that such removal of the traditio: 
resumably new and elegant quarters (witi 


bones of Uzziah and installation in 
(1937 


the plaque) could have taken place under the Procurators,” Cf. JBL, LVI 
», 159. 

5? Dr. Albright points out that, as a lapidary inscription, the Uzziah Plaque mig 
reasonably be expected to reflect a still earlier cursive phase. He thinks, howev 
that the elegant rounded forms indicate that it closely imitates contemporary chi 
ography. 

6” By E. L. Sukenik in Tarbiz, VI, pp. 190 ff. and PI. 3. 

6. The writer had already arrived at this conclusion when a letter arrived fro 
Dr. Albright making a similar statement, and giving added assistance by int 
preting Dr. Sukenik’s modern Hebrew! 

‘2 Dr, Albright comments in his letter, “If we date the Uzziah Plaque abx 
66-70 A.D. and the Tomb of the Bené Hézir [Lidzbarski, Handbuch der nordsen 
tischen Epigraphik, Pl. 43: 2] in the latter part of Herod’s reign (say about 20 
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e (especially significant examples in line two are identical), waw (note 
he tendency to distinguish waw and yodh as occasionally in Hab.), heth, 
aph (the medial form does not drop below the base-line, however, as 

usually does in Hab.), mem, nun (final), ‘ayin (very similar), and 
e (identical) are very similar in form to those in Hab.** No form in 
ie dipinto presents any difficulty in the comparison. 

From the above analysis it seems apparent that Hab., Fourth, and the 
sa. Inserts. should be dated some time prior to the end of the Second 
emple, but certainly not earlier than the last quarter of the first cent. 
».C., let us say about 25 B.C. to 25 A.D. The writer has not had a 
spy of Dr. Sukenik’s new volume (op. cit.) dealing with the Hebrew 
niversity scrolls long enough to examine the plates in great detail, but 
he impression seems to be that those scrolls belong very close to the 
lab. scroll, although beth medial kaph, he, and final mem in plates XII 
nd XIII suggest a time nearer the end of the Second Temple. If this 
; true, then the insertion in Isa., col. 28, probably belongs later than 
iose insertions in cols. 32 and 33 which are so close to Hab. and Fourth 
see above, p. 11). 

In the present state of available evidence it is, of course, unwise to 
e dogmatic regarding the dating of the Jerusalem scrolls; but it seems 

fairly certain that the Isaiah scroll is the earliest of the group, perhaps 
from about 125-100 B.C., the Sectarian document next, perhaps about 
75 B.C., and the Habakkuk Commentary and Aramaic Fourth Scroll 
lragments about 25 B.C—25 A.D., with the Nash Papyrus somewhere 
about 50 B. C.°" Since the insertions in Isaiah (cols. 32 and 33) clearly 
belong with Hab.-Fourth, they must have been made in the later period 
also. From these considerations it follows that the Isaiah scroll is not 
only the earliest Hebrew manuscript of the Bible and the first ancient 
Biblical manuscript to be found in Palestine, but it also becomes the 
oldest existing manuscript of the Bible in any language.*® 





B.C. in round numbers), then we must date the dipinto closer to the latter than to 

e former, in view of the absolute identity of the he and other letters.” 

°? The one example of gimel is diminutive, but very similar. 

*¢ Certain forms: viz., teth, mem (final), samekh, pe (final), sade, goph, would 

lp materially in the comparison, but are lacking in the dipinto. 

°5 The hand that made the fragment illustrated in Sukenik’s Plate I seems almost 
identical to the hand of Hab. (note especially the he.) The hand illustrated in Pls. 
VIII and IX stands very close to Hab. also. 

*a [This date for the Nash Papyrus is probably safest at present, but it is likely 

it it must be raised, rather than lowered. It must be remembered that the evi- 

nee from the Bethphage ossuary lid in the Louvre (which shares archaic he and 

yped taw with Nash) and the relatively later tomb of Simon the Elder from the 

st decades B.C. (see my discussion, JBL, 1937, pp. 160f.) proves that the script 
of Nash belongs to the normal Palestinian tradition and is not really aberrant. 
(Under no circumstances can Sukenik’s suggested date in the first century A. D. be 
.ccepted.—W. F. A.] 

°6 With the possible exception of the Greek fragments of Deuteronomy which C. H. 
Roberts assigns to the second century B.C. “not much later, if at all, than the 
middle of that century.” Roberts, C. H., Two Biblical Papyri in the John Rylands 
Library, Manchester, 1936. 
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VARIANT READINGS IN THE ISAIAH MANUSCRIPT 
(Continued from No. 111) 


Mitiar Burrows 


The foregoing shifts of order, which seem to have no significance 01 
apparent cause, may most probably be attributed to mere slips of memory 
Changes of person, number, or gender: 
181 JOT / DIIDMA; Wybi / CI7yEI. 
Qs pom ev Since the subject is plural, and the next word begin 
with 3, the singular form of the MT may be due to haplography. 
88 953/753. The subject is Judah; the verb of the parallel clause i 
m7w>, the subject being Jerusalem. 
316 OAs / 7399931. The context favors the feminine suffix. 
53 awy /sawi. The context permits the plural but does not require it 
G9 pres /ipnw. While the parallel favors the singular, the plural fit 
the sense. Since the next word begins with | in the MT but not in th 
Ms, the letter was probably t transferred one way or the other in copying 


224 Ss bee ee 
4 oN hed Hoe ee ed 


1425 ono, =A ASSOPA, SPL POP / mT OA HOD 
bh bey PNT me OO Sy lat yh eel Se low aoe Ned 


859 SON / 832°. The other verbs being masculine, this may be eith« 
original or a correction. 


Se Liban bent - 


36° 25 Yt. 

3729 AwyD / wy. The antecedent is plural, but the singular here ma: 

be collective; the change either way would be natural in a text writt« 

from dictation. 

49° 993° /7731°. The preceding verses are in the first person; this verse, 

however, begins a new poem (or paragraph). 

5811 psoms / 339909. Probably dittography (the next word has the con- 

junction) . 

5814 NIDA / ADDDIM; PNIISM / ADPINM1. The third person fits 

the context better than the first. 

617-9 DpIn / ABDpIN; Ww / IWIN; CA? / F597. (37 is incongruously 

in the 3rd person, but it appears to have been rewritten; possibly 

was obliterated and inserted from another copy without correcting th 

rest of the verse.) V.8 DNOYD / DINMYB; ON? / D2. V2 oy / MDT; 
SESS / AWISSS33; but CAST / WAYS and OF ‘mph. 

63'8 jw / ea (subject DY 

6429 mA / YT (bis). The rsa the first time is 4°3, the second tin 

stan. BH?, following 20 Mss, Syr., and Targ., reads the latter sub}< 

as singular, but our Ms agrees with the MT on this point. 

659 MwA / Twa (antecedent ‘37 ). 
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Finte verb for infinitive absolute: 
55 DN / DN. 
789 PID8 / 128. This is the regular form of the 2nd pl. imperative in 
his Ms. Cp. the next to the last word of the verse: Ketib 2!28), Qre 
228), Ms 37°23. 

9 TIQ2/iINY. (the following 137) is not changed); T9737) / 17°71}. 
ae pup /iYY5 with } superscript after the Y (31DN is unchanged) ; 
a7 / "St. 


Apparent mistakes of hearing: 


The following variants suggest that our Ms was written from dictation. 
jther variants which do not favor that supposition (e. g. homoioteleuton 
nd dittography) may have come about through mistakes of the reader 
r may have originated in earlier copies. 

wy / mw (doubtless for WYy%, as in v.?). 

Ny / AN. 

yrDn / ve (apparently the 
t all, but v.i., 373°); 
G2 PaWN cwen (HEY in this sense is a hap. leg.; confusion of 7 and 
5, especially after a vowel, is significant) . 
3739 DIMw aed (2 Kings 197° w°nD; in this case the interchange of 
laryngeals suggests that the Y was still pronounced; v.s., 16’). 


Ic 
> 
~ 


hl 


Y was already pronounced weakly if 


1 rai ayeb} 


o 

ge 
3781 HO" / ADDS! (either verb is strange in this connection) . 
ssi8 ins / pw. Whether 5 could be a Horfehler for 1 may fairly be 
questioned; what the verb can mean is not clear in any case. 


sry 


122 Dyyys / Py’ — were fT and 3 pronounced enough alike to be confused? 
V.i., 65".) 
‘41 


/ p°pp) 


j D'py. Again the meaning eludes me. 

(4° s3ayams /33stam1 (Mss and Vss have different readings, but none 
erees with this Ms, whatever it may mean. This is one of several pas- 
ges in which the scribe’s mind does not seem to have been on what 

he was doing.) 

514 IDYSN / Py (v.s., 422). 


OI , 


Confusion of Letters: 
In most of these cases the mistake must have occurred in an earlier 
ypy, the letters which have been interéhanged being quite distinct in 
the script of this Ms. In almost every instance the reading of the MT 
clearly superior. 
> and 3: 282° D3DNNS / DIDI; 2279/3; pays / pays; 3817993 / 999. 
Jand D: 44 W3/PD; 2674 TANFL / IOSNI (v.i. under 1 ‘and 1). How 
the 3 and D could be confused is a mystery. 
and 1: 98 IYTN/ IYI (ep. 154); 144 AAA / AIA (so LXX and 
ost commentators; this should have been listed in Butietin, No. 111, 
. 20, under notable instances of agreement with the LXX against the 
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MT); 1722 o°35 / O35; 22° prea Ap / wtp (presumably the first | 
and the 2 were omitted after the 1 had been mistaken for a 7); 2614 
TINNI / DSN (on the change of 3 to D v.s.); 298 AIS / iTS (about 
10 MS re ‘a N73, according to BH), but 297 ANTM / ANIM; 
338 AnD snontn: 3817 the second 19 /ATISD (i.e., IND, which is 
probably correct) ; 4129 AN / IN (in 6088 WAIN / TIAN!) ; 4913 yy / 

yey; 452 om /oa sim (so LXX); 47° Jnyi3/ yt faulie 
possible, though unsupported; ep. the next line). 


bh] 


t and FD (probably auditory rather than visual confusion): 63? N33 / 732 
(perhaps influenced by the preceding °732); 648 ayo / ny. 


Isaiah Seroll. Col. 3: 20-29 = Isa. 3: 15-24a. 


7 and a ge W301 / 338i (the 7 is almost certain, though not entirely 
clear) ; 302% 31 m3 / / 3773; 3033 AMEN / Anan; 4216 Ww / Dawn; 47) 
37 /735n, as several ounnaniehen have proposed; 519 377 / 31m" 
Détens 5 in XVI prophetas, apud BH?®, zAdros!) . 


Tand 4: 511 “NSD / IOSD. 


Smoothing of style: especially by substitution of more conventional 
or prosaic forms of expression, whether deliberately or as a result of 
spontaneous, unconscious alteration. Copying in blocks of a considerabl: 
number of words at a time may have led to slips of memory. Again th: 
MT is usually to be preferred. 

4323 Noy /Moy9; Pan / mn. 
532 IT / TM. 
26 
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537 MMB. (2nd) /MnB. 

58° DS / WS DST (the same kind of change as that in 481", already 
noted under additions; Butietin, No. 111, p. 18). 

5818 Miwy /Miwyn (repeating the preposition used with the preceding 
aw). 

59° Ypra/ippsa’ (the parallel has the imperfect) . 

622 ys / 3M (the subject is feminine; in the preceding stichos N3° 
is used with a feminine subject, but the verb precedes the subject). 


Substitution of synonyms and other changes attributable to slips of 
memory: 


118 OTN) / W35.°— the bottom of the second letter appears to be lost; 
it may have been a %, but there seems to be a diagonal stroke attached 
to the upper left-hand corner which makes it look more like a 7 or a ®. 
48M occurs in Job 16'° in the Pe‘al‘al with the meaning be red (in Lam. 
12°, 211 it is taken to mean boil, ferment; in Ps. 75° the Qal is taken by 
some to mean be red rather than foam). WiN* (Pu.) would be a syno- 
nym for 2°78. The top of the letter, however, seks more like a than 
a TM; it is not even certain that the diagonal stroke belongs to the letter 
at all. 
/ 21%" (practically equivalent in this context). 

Es mow; 44 3 9ws / Now (my occurs in the OT about 

pilten as oe and the meaning appears to be the same). 

"9s mows / 9m° with } superscript after 9. This gives a better parallel 
for ON if Hw means rejoice; if it = Arabic samuha, 73% is a more 
a scooped synonym. 
gn sed has i tae 
205 YIN /OABI (in *® 135% is not changed). 

941 PINT / MDOINN. 
968 SIDA / ANN. 
31> Boon / mvan (the Hiph. of 89 is not found elsewhere in this 
sense). 
s6° 135, MTINO, an addition which might easily be made spon- 
taneously. 
3782 Dow / ps; FPS AW / ow (an exchange which might 
asily be a slip of memory). 
91 DIM / AM (PIN is used only here of recovery from sickness; 77 
s used om times in this sense). 

 ndwan /inadae 


=r aeden te be eh ae bal 
tala / aay. 


m° /° "tf (several explanations of this change are equally possible) . 
D3 / De Tey. 

MPs / inns (the form is hard to explain). 
TBD? / Ts (for TON). 


pow / 3b. 
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7 93/7" (ep. Jer. 1326, where the verb is the same as here). 
478 US / TSN. 
96 Spy / Ise; ONT apy 
508 sana / ssDNA. 
617 ID93N81 / WIN. 


= YOO Way / Wwe wan: the second Wan of MT / yawn (the 
55664 bees 


cond 37D is A Pint 
5a? ns) Dyi. The 0 is written over something else which looks like 
77; above it is written what appears to be a copy of these two letters. 
The substitution of CY for HS shows that the latter was not taken (as 
in the LXX) as the sign of the accusative. 
5512 ‘Met “29M. Substitution cf a familiar word for one less familiar, 
possibly by a slip of memory. 
GOS ADDYN /MIBSiyN (probably not mere ditography; both Qal and 
Po‘lel are common). 
62? AWTS / Vans (practically synonymous; either a slip of memory 
or possibly a conjectural restoration) . 
635 JID / WIN (93ND, however, is not changed). 


> pF, PT ee | ST en) 
( bef oh d yee 


6519 pan? / pan. 

654 JOM /A2Dm. The noun 30% occurs nowhere else; 750% fits per- 
fectly. Again we may have substitution of a more familiar word for on 
iess familiar, whether done deliberately or unconsciously. 


oxy = bereas om bepeAe 
6544 ig jb bam ba Ta |e 


‘ , == ee 
6616 BOW / Miby 


om see 
7 Ble". 


Conjectural restorations or emendations: 


Some of the above variants may have been deliberate emendations of 


unsatisfactory readings or conjectural restorations of words which had 
been obliterated or become illegible in an earlier Ms. In a number of 
other cases this seems distinctly probable. 

1612 AN93 /82. The MT looks like a conflate variant of the preceding 
TIS3; the 82 may well be an uninspired emendation. 


on6 ray SK SHKSe 
3C ft Bh le en 


3727 AYIe /sawsn. If the scribe had before him the AST’ of 2 Kings 
1926, this may be a case of substituting a more familiar for a less familia 
word, or of confusion (one way or the other) between 7 and 1 
$71 FINWIA / 8893. One is inclined to regard this as a very bad guess 
at something which was illegible. 
4323 AMIND NIDA 89 / ANID NF ANwWy Ni. The parallelism with 
the next line and with v.24 supports the MT; the reading of the Ms may 
be merely a conjectural filling of a lacuna. 
A416 OMA PIwy 9S MdS9 / ON Dw 99a Oy (cp. 29 MOEN ON? 
4417 S9DB9 / py 19939 (cp. 19 py 7137, where the Ms reads "909 ). Were 
f Jost and restored from !° ? 

28 


Sm ee Syy 
é 


bhd ¢y, 


vy. 16 
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16S PANTIN|N / pas? WDsT 

i5°9 JIM / POS (a neat parallel to the Sen 183)). 

L712f FSP SSI US Dp 97D 8s / DV Ty. The two words which 
‘place the six of the MT are plausible idee the immediately preceding 
‘from thy youth.” 


a E9397 / 5°97 M2 (a good parallel to DYDY 
= no 


3Y and MiP? are interchanged, making this verse correspond to 

In the same v. Mp’ / P97" (presumably Niph.). 
MSM T32 PANT N23 FWyl OMY 9D / APS AS SID ISN (cep. 

() . 
08 7439 / 3429. The 4 and 7 are written over an erasure or worn place; 
erhaps the remnant of a 7 was misread as a 7. 

O51f FT ITS, + TUN, the first word of a line, followed by a long blank. 
he words from yy to FSH PAS FINA (v. 1°) are omitted, and 


Ses bop em 


istead of them Y2W37 771 is written ir the end of the line. 

In addition to the foregoing variants, there are many which do not fall 
ito clear categories and have no support elsewhere, but which deserve 
ttention. 


Notable unclassified variant readings. 
270 VWY / PNY[IS8 Wy]. The portion of the margin which has been 
torn away “he re would allow just about enough room for this restoration. 
‘he Vss. do not support it, but it is favored by the I’y of the MT. 
(here is hardly room for the 1?, though it might be included by a little 
crowding. 

0 FID 1H? /O_ID|N?. On the basis of Theodotion (¢apdape 4) the 
two words of the MT have commonly been combined as a feminine plural. 
The noun occurs nowhere else, but at least one scribe saw no reason why 
it should not have a masculine ending. 

38 ANDINA / 83In. The following verbs are feminine, and the person 
in question was undoubtedly of that gender. 


716 nm / ee ene prom Sy nny 


mw / ow wow. A striking difference which might be explicable 
if we knew more of the events referred to. 
3022 998N /33MasN. The parallelism supports the reading of the Vss., 
“2"n (BH): if the ° of the Ms represents é, the § is as hard to explain 
{ in the MT. (The use of 8 in this Ms will be discussed in a separate 
article on the orthography and morphology of the Ms.) 


= 


30% [DI / 15°37 21° (conflation? — substitution of the 3rd pl. indefinite 
for the _Passiv e, of which instances have already been given, accounts for 
the 13935; the 721° is harder to explain, unless some scribe not too well 
acquainted with Hebrew history supposed that king Jehoiachin was 
involved!) . 

B55 SUT YI WAST WAS 87 / JIT F717 7) ASIN Ap! MTNIy? N17. 
The difficulty of this passage is shown by the Bina of the attempts 
made to emend it. Our Ms supports the preceding 79 and has the femi- 
nine suffix with the verb. 20, which runs down the left-hand margin, 
the line being more than filled by the preceding verb, may be either 
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masculine (for 828) or feminine (for 7888); and the pronoun may be 
read either T8170 or AST. In either case, I can make no satisfactory 
sense out of the Ms’s reading; it appears to be only another witness to 
the hopeless corruption of the text at this point. 

S602 YS DYNA / Dw owIst (the MT agrees with the parallel in 
2 Kings; the reply of the Rabshaqeh in v. !2 contains the words which 
we find here in the Ms); FAT 1398 / AISA DIT ALN. 

S8§ Mi7ypns, + Diy; wows /wown Os. Comparison with 2 Kings 20°"! 
makes it clear that the passage in Isaiah is corrupt at best. The changes 
in the Ms do not make any better sense, but seem to be merely part 
of the general confusion. 

424 92ms8 /°98m3°. The Hiph. of 773 means ‘ to give as a possession,’ anc 
? with it introduces the person given possession. This would not fit her 

The reading of the Ms is undoubtedly wrong, and how the scribe coul 
have understood it is not apparent. 

4319 PIA (Miah. This is attractive: the reading of the MT ma 
have been caused by the 41773 of v. °°, where the parallel is 0%, wherea 

here it is 3717 

458 375% /775". Another attractive reading: in the MT the subje 

of the verb is not clear, while in the Ms it is plainly pws. 

495 WY /ADIYN; PHY /ADWYS (references to the past change 
to promises). 

50e memes / Donn? (i.e., 0°28, beaters?), or, just possibly, O°7°52 
(with ligature of 5 and *), those who knock down. 


524 nnwn /snnen. However this may be interpreted or explained, 
offers no way out of the difficulties of the verse. 
539 J /33N% (quite possibly correct; so translated anyway in bot 
the English and the American Revised Version). 


5310 99RF / 17990 (79M is sometimes used with Yahweh as subject 


the sense “ dishonor ”’). 
579 S72 /ANI2. Use of 7 for 8, or vice versa, is not unusual in this 
Ms, but the dittography of the 3 is strange. 

5912 ANY /S3y (3rd person plu. perf., with final 8). The subject bei 

a feminine plural, has sometimes been emended to the singular to agr 
with the verb; apparently the MT has a double reading, recording 

tradition with both subject and verb in the singular and one with bot! 
in the plural as in our Ms. 

5914 3073/2728). No explanation of this reading suggests itself. T! 

Ist pers. sing. Qal imperf. is not appropriate. 

6119 yADs / 77152. Perhaps an attempt to interpret the traditional read- 
ing, but the syntax is obscure. 

633 DpH / sym. This makes Yahweh assert that his chosen people 
has given him no aid in punishing Edom. 

65° cmp / O° 931° (or perhaps 3P3", but the parallel verbs are in 
participial form). Whatever pagan rite may be meant, it is undoubtedly 
wicked! In the same verse 5°33771 / D°33N7; cp. the similar changes noted 
earlier as being possibly slips of memory. 
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611 Tt / TM. Unless this is mere dittography, I do not know how to 
ecount for it. Confusion with ii w ould not be possible in this script. 
62 Ipwyen /ipwynwn. The Palp. occurs only here, the Hithpalpel 
nly Ps. 11916 47 — a meaning not appropriate here) . 

613 the 2nd {M30 / wansAN. 

G18 FINS / S23. Genitalia this fits, but it makes no more sense 
ian the MT. 

AIIDINA) / M3373). Probably a mistake in copying; the 33°55 

f Ex. 275 384 seceded would not fit here. 

There are a great many other minor variants which are not of sufficient 
importance to be registered here. 


The Treatment of the Tetragrammaton. 

One of the most striking features of the Ms is the variety of ways in 

hich the divine name is represented. The following tabulation ignores 
many places where there is no variation from the reading found in 


as in MT, but with ‘3°78 written above it (31°). 
ms as in MT, but with 17° written above it (31"). 
/ 9318 (317, 3814) 
/ TET (611, 734, 97, 2116 98) , 
with ‘3378 written above it (315, 87). 
(497) . 

mm (2872 [so 4 Mss, Syr, and Hexapla with asterisk, 
according to BH*], 49°?, 524, 61/). 

&) min 3 78 Mi with 33T8 written above it (281%, 30, 651%) . 

9) STS / OMNIS WIS, as pointed in the MT! (50°), MIA ITS 
(6111) r 
10) AID / ONIN (42°). 

i!) AIT om.; (a) 5 dots written above the following w ord (42°); (b) 2nd 
mim om., clearly by error, after DS3 (52°); (c) 2nd 77° WS om. (5921) ; 
(d) mim lost in lacuna (661°). 

12) AIM added: (a) WMIN AIM /IMIS MA AINA (25! ; (b) 43n, 

mim (30!°, expressing the subject understood in MT). 

Several of the above variants and the apparently haphazard nature 
of most of them, together with the frequent corrections or notations 
W a? in above the line, suggest that the Ms was written from dicta- 
tion, that the reader probably read °3J78 wherever the Tetragrammaton 
0 saved in his copy, and that the scribe wrote either 717° or ‘3148, 
whichever first occurred to him in each instance. The notations above 
the line were doubtless added later, following either the same or another 
copy. 

An extraordinary case is that of the omitted and later inserted portion 
of 407! (v.i.), where the divine name is represented only by four dots. 


‘orrections. 


lo the instances of corrections in the Ms already noted in passing may 
be added by way of conclusion a limited selection from many others. 
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1! the Y is omitted from the prophet’s name and written above it 
So 12 one of the %’s in “NOL, and the 7 in ND|ADS. 

g* 7°. is inserted before DY? and crossed out (cp. the precedin 
Bat 7S).. 

12° Hawi / Hs, but this is crossed out, and MIW% is written above it 
1614 yim / ys, with * written above the ¥. In both 18’ and 19! 
HSI is omitted, but in the latter instance it is written in above th 
next two words. 

211° the M of Ni35M is omitted, and 7 (!) is written above the 1. A 
interesting instance of haplography which has been corrected is in 31 
where DTS"N? /D7N19, with a second 8 superscript after the first. Som: 
times additions to the text as preserved in the MT are marked by 

corrector. So 351° 1359, + 72, with a dot over each letter; 367 Nhnwr 
-. DYPWID (as in 2 Kings 18*2), again with a dot over each lett 
48! Hy / Nyt Ws, with dots both above and below the wv, 
and ° (but not the &). In 53° Vy was evidently written OY 

(probably under the influence of the parallel D'yw), but the plur 

ending has been erased. 

There are many instances of omissions which have been supplied. 
few of the most interesting are the following: 

In 3427 the scribe omitted everything after D?I)"Ty and all of 35!-. T) 
words D71y"TY come at the end of a line; a circle is marked after th 
in the margin; the next word of the text, 71, is written in the margin 
above the circle; and the rest of the omitted matter has been inserte« 
(agreeing exactly with the MT) in the double space fortunately | 
between the lines. 

The words beginning Nys’ Ws in 37° and all of v.7, omitted by tl 
scribe, have been inserted between the lines, running into the margi 
across the seam, and down the margin of the next column. In this cas 
the scribe himself seems to me to have made the correction. 

The little item of the figcake, 3821‘, has been omitted, and another hand 
has written it in the space remaining on the same line and down t! 
left margin. 

In 407! a case of homoioteleuton has been corrected. Everything follo 
ing the first and including the second }*3 723 was omitted; the corrector 
marked the place where the omission occurred by putting a dot und 
each letter of the following 1275 and, in a very crude and apparently 
considerably later hand, inserted the missing words, beginning above t! 
line, continuing in the space remaining at the end of the line, and running 
down the margin. The representation of the divine name by a row 
dots has been mentioned above. 

At other points there is a marked change in the writing which reca 
the above insertions of omitted material, but there is no evidence that 
in these cases anything has been omitted. Either another scribe has tak 
over the copying for a short time, or the scribe has simply sharpened 
pen or taken a new one. So 4014-16 (from the 2nd 177%?" to the « 


of 16), 535 (the last four words), and 541!-55° (the last two-thirds of 


column xlv). 
32 





Yumber 113 February, 1949 





THE DATE OF THE ISAIAH SCROLL * 
Sotomon A. BirnBAUM 


In the following lines an examination is made of the script of the 
aiah Scroll. Detailed comparison with documents hitherto known to 
should make it possible to suggest a fairly reliable date. Our study 
based on the reproduction of col. 33, published in Buttetrin, No. 111, 

6. 

Even a superficial comparison with the earliest specimens of the square 

ript hitherto available makes it clear that the Isaiah Scroll (Is.) 

longs to the same group. We have not sufficient material to decide 
iether there was a regional difference at that period between the script 

Palestine and that of Egypt. Assuming that if there was it could not 

t have been great, we shall utilize the writing of both countries. 

It does not require a detailed investigation to see that an earlier date 

an the third pre-Christian century is out of the question. It is equally 
vious that the writing of Is. is considerably older than anything we 

ve after the first Christian century. Thus we have limited the ares 
juiring a detailed examination to about four centuries, the three final 
e-Christian ones and the first Christian century. 

The following material has been used for comparison: the third century 
locuments from Jewish colonists settled in Egypt (Eg.),1 the Tobias 

scription (Tob.) of 180-175 B.C. E., the Gezer Boundary Stones (Gez.) 

100-63 B. C. E., the Ossuaries (Oss.)* of between the late first century 
..C. E. and the first half of the first century C. E., the Uzziah Plaque 
Uz.) of 37 B.C. E44 C.E., the Queen Helena Inscription (Hel.) of 

e second half of the first century C. E. 

\LeEPH: Only rarely does the Aleph of Is. resemble the form used in Oss. and Uz., 
vhere the left stroke begins at the top and is often straight. Generally the left 
troke is nearer that of Eg., starting lower down—anywhere up to the middle of the 

in stroke—and curving towards the left. It is bigger than the corresponding 
troke in Eg., reaching the bottom of the line. BrTH: The top stroke is a curve as 

Eg.; in Oss. it has been formalized into a top bar beginning with a small vertical 

ke (sometimes this initial stroke is already missing). In Oss. the base is, as a 
‘ule, produced towards the right. In Is. there is no indication of this trend. The 

ter is of medium width as in Eg. In Oss. it tends to become very wide. GIMEL: 
The left stroke issues from the middle of the right one. This construction also 
ecurs in Eg. and Oss. but in Is. as well as in an Ossuary the strokes are curved. 

\rtETH: The top of the letter is a narrow tick, corresponding to the narrow curve 
f Eg. A formalised top bar (cf. Beth) is characteristic of Oss. Here the letter is 

erally very wide. He: The right hand vertical is now and then slightly curved 
Dr. Birnbaum is one of our ablest Hebrew palaeographers, well known for his 

k on mediaeval Hebrew palaeography, as well as for his excellent studies of pre- 

ic epigraphy and palaeography. It is a pleasure to include his provisional study 
f this material. 

The Berlin Ostraca P. 10678, 10964, 10974, Weill Ostracon (Mus. Guimet) and 

Bodleian papyri Aram. a. 1 (P.), Aram. e. 2 (P.), and Heb. e. 121. (P.). 

Pal. Arch. Mus. 34: 7754, 36: 1867, 1868, 1871, 2177, 2181, 2182; Jerusalem: 

uaries from ‘En Rogel, Nahalat Ahim, University Hypogeum, Syrian Orphanage, 
: Ghosh; Kallon Ossuaries, Maria Ossuary; Brit. Mus.: Nicanor Qss., Greek 
Colony, Zikhron Moshe; Alexandria: Ibrahimiya Dipinto. 
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and occasionally starts just above the line ceiling. The horizontal is under tl 
ceiling and rarely straight; as a rule it is an angular counterpart of the curve 
Eg. The left vertical issues from the top, in the middle or near it. This form occu 
in Tob. and some Ossuaries. In Eg. the left downstroke slants down from the rig! 
corner and the top stroke is often in a slanting position. On the other hand, whi 
in the majority of Ossuaries and in Uz. formalization of the top (cf. Beth) has tak 
place, there is no trace of it yet in Is. Nor is there any development towards tl 
severing of the left vertical from the top stroke. In Uz. however, three times out 
five, on some Ossuaries and in Hel. the open form is used. Waw: The top is 
acute angle or a small and narrow curve as in Oss. and Uz., while Tob. has a rig 
angle and a long top stroke corresponding to the wide top curve of Eg. ZAYIN is 
plain vertical as in Eg., while in Gez. and Oss. a small top stroke is added, slanti 
from right to left and joining the vertical either at the top or near the top; in | 
this is formalized with the effect that the letter has become a symmetrical counté 
part of Waw. HetTH: The left end of the cross bar slides up to the top of t 
vertical. Slanting positions are also to be found in Eg.; in Gez., Oss. and Uz., ho 
ever, the cross bar is always horizontal. On some Ossuaries and in Uz. the top h 
been formalized, the cross bar having become a top bar. TETH is somewhat wid 
than in Eg. and Tob. but much narrower than in Oss. and Uz. It is thus in 
intermediate stage between Eg. and Oss. While in Eg. and Tob. the left part 
curved, it is here, as in Oss. and Uz., nearly always straight. In Eg. and Tob. it 
almost double the height of the right part but in Is. and on some Ossuaries it 
often not much above the ceiling of the line. The fully developed, slanting, son 
times practically horizontal base characteristic of Uz. and some Ossuaries, is h¢ 
ever, still absent from Is. Yop is an acute angle the right side of which often e1 
by curving very slightly towards the left. The letter is sometimes of line heig 
when it is as tall as Waw but yet clearly differentiated from it: the left and rig 
strokes are slanting and of practically even weight. Waw, however, is a verti 
slightly curved stroke with a small curve or angle on top. The Is. Yodh is son 
times to be found in Eg. In Oss. and Uz. the right hand stroke is vertical, the one 
is small and insignificant. The letter is clearly smaller than Wavw; it has 
staris 


on the left 
continued to remain so ever since. Thus the form in Is. is earlier. KAPH 
with a curve or tick on the line ceiling and extends far below the bottom of tli 
line. The same narrow form is used in Eg. In Uz., Hel. and Oss. the formalizati 
of the letter to line height has caused it to acquire greater width. In Uz. the 1 
bar is also formalized. There is no Final Kaph in Is. At the end of a word 1 
letter tends sometimes to increase a little in size. In Uz. the final form consists 
a formalized top bar and a long® vertical downstroke. LAMEDH is in two distil 
parts, an upper and a lower one. In Eg. this form is rare; as a rule the upper p 
gradually curves into the lower part, the letter thus becoming one wavy line. 1 
lower part in Is. is either a sharp curve or an acute angle. This type never occurs in 
Eg. but is characteristic of Oss. and Uz. The lower part is small, it does not reach 
the line base, which shows that it is not long, since the downstroke developed from a 
little tail. Mem: The fifth century top stroke is still in existence but it has oft 

shrunken in size. The top right hand corner, usually round in Eg., is sharply pointed 
in Is. This tallies with the form in Gez., Oss., Uz. and Hel. The left hand dow 

stroke no longer passes through the top but issues from it in a downward directi 

often starting very near the top right hand corner; it is sometimes slightly cury 

In Gez. Oss. and Uz. we have a similar form but the left downstroke then alwa 

starts from the left end of the top. This is obviously a conventionalized, i. e., later 
form. (Still later, but already on some Ossuaries and in Hel., the top stroke and 
the slanting stroke were joined and the vertical beginning of the top stroke became 
right hand stroke turns sharply to the left at the bottom, forming 
or almost horizontal short base, which is hardly shorter than in 
\L 


t 


e 


independent.) The 
a slightly slanting 
Gez., Oss., Uz. and Hel.; it is generally parallel with the left hand stroke. FI 
Mem: The left hand stroke still crosses the top, often also the base. The letter 
extends considerably below the line. In Eg. there is an example where the letter is 


8 The example in line 14, with a long vertical downstroke and no base, seems to 
belong to a re-inked and rewritten passage. 
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most closed at the bottom but the downstroke is slanting, not parallel to the right 


:ind stroke as here. In Oss. the downstroke does not cross the horizontals, in Uz. 


is even severed from the top bar, which is, of course, a further step in its develop- 


vent.‘ NwuN consists of an almost vertical, sometimes slightly curved top stroke 


iich is perpendicular to an horizontal base. In Eg. there is not yet a base, in Oss. 
e base is very long, so that the Is. form takes up an intermediate position. FINaL 
mN has the same long wavy form as in Eg. and Oss. SAMEKH consists of a very 
rved, occasionally somewhat angular right hand stroke and a more or less straight 
t hand stroke (similar to the cursive forms of Heth in use up to this day). Eg. 
s the identical form, whilst Oss. has already the closed type, the downstrokes 
ning to form an acute angle. The top parts have coalesced into a bar. ‘AYIN: 
e right hand stroke is produced downwards to the bottom of the line, a form not 
present in Eg.; it occurs in Uz. and Oss.,—in the latter side by side with forms 
ere the right hand stroke extends well beneath the line. Of this further develop- 
nt there is as yet no trace in Is. Pr: A small stroke slants up to the right. 
the line ceiling it turns downwards to form an acute angle. On reaching the 
tom of the line it turns leftwards in the shape of a slightly slanting or almost 
‘izontal base. In Eg. the base is not yet developed and there is no specimen with 
right or acute angle at the bottom. In Is. we have the Oss. form. The left hand 
ke is sometimes broken or curved as in Uz. There is no FINAL Pe. At the end 
a word the letter tends occasionally perhaps to be just slightly bigger. SADHE: 
» sometimes almost vertical downstroke passes well beneath the line and then 
ns to the left, forming a slanting, occasionally almost horizontal, medium sized 
se. In its upper half, the downstroke is met on the right by a large, often rather 
ular curve. The same form occurs in Eg. and Oss. There is no final Sadhe. At 
end of a word the letter is occasionally bigger. Qopu: The shaft either issues 
m the top stroke or is severed from it. This corresponds to Oss. whilst in Eg. 
have only the closed form. RresH: The top stroke is a narrow or medium wide curve 
in Eg., while Gez. has a narrow top bar and Oss. a very wide one. SHIN tallies 


vith Eg. and Oss. but there is no example of the form, frequent in Oss., where the 


hand stroke is produced downwards. Taw: The right hand stroke is vertical 
d fills the line height. The left vertical starts only just above the line ceiling and 
s not extend beyond the base, where it turns sharply to the left, forming a foot. 
th verticals are straight. A top bar has not yet developed. (The transition form 
iere the top of the left vertical and the top curve of the right hand part are linked 
ether by a loop, occurs on some Ossuaries.) Thus the letter is like that of Gez., 
s., Uz. and Hel., only rather less formalized. In Eg. the left hand stroke is wavy 


nd much longer, the one on the right very curved. 


To sum up: There are very few letters in Is. which tally completely 
th their counterparts in the documents utilized for comparison. Hence 
is evident that Is. was not written during the third century B.C. E. 


r after the middle of the first pre-Christian century. This leaves us 


ith 150 years to limit down. 


Our investigations have revealed that the following forms are closer 


| Eg. and Tob. than to Gez., Oss., Uz, and Hel. and indicate an early 
ate: —Aleph, Beth, Daleth, He, Zayin, Heth, Yodh, Kaph, Mem, Samekh, 
ivsh, absence of Final Kaph, Final Pe, Final Sadhe. Moreover we found 


ru 
in 


th 


it there are only half as many forms indicating a late date: —Gimel, 
rw, Teth, Lamedh. Accordingly * the first half of the second century 


_C.E. suggests itself as the time when the Isaiah Cave Scroll was 


tten. 


In certain cases, Final Mem is not used. This may be due to some orthographic 
It seems unlikely that the final and non-final forms should have been employed 

scriminately in the final position. 

Assuming that the other columns of the Scroll do not contain very different forms 

n those of col. 33. 
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